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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 12/26/07 has been entered. 

2. Claims 1 and 4-16 are pending in this application and presented for examination. 
Claim 2 has been previously cancelled by Applicant's amendment filed on 6/4/07 and claim 3 
has been cancelled by Applicant's amendment filed on 11/23/07. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed 1 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

4. As to claim 1, Applicant argues the setting information now includes "unique 
information for the network device (namely, the setting information of the devices, e.g., the 
setting for print quality, printing paper, etc.). It is unclear to the examiner how such setting 
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information would be more unique than the previously cited types of information in 
Matsuda and Traverstat. In fact, Matsuda's disclosure of information such as the computer's 
network name, IP address, etc. would appear to be more unique to a system than settings 
such print quality. Print quality typically is from a rather limited range such as "Draft, 
Normal, Best" and would be common across a number of systems. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1, 4-9, 11, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Matsuda et al. (Matsuda), U.S. Publication No. 2002/0133573 Al, in view of Traversat et 
al. (Traversat), U.S. Patent No. 6,119,157. 

7. As to claim 1, Matsuda discloses a network device that connects with an information 
processing device via a network, the information processing device storing setting 
information which is used for a preset control of the network device ([0065], In. 2-5) and 
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includes unique information for the network device ([0066], In. 12-17), said network device 
comprising: 

a setting information memory module that is configured to store the setting 
information ([0066], In. 12-17); 

a receiver module that receives the setting information, which is mapped to 
predetermined identification information allocated to said network device, via the network 
from the information processing device ([0065], In. 7-17; [0066], In. 12-17); and 

an update module that updates the storage in the setting information memory 
module, based on the received setting information ([0010], In. 19-24); 

a transmitter module that sends a transmission request of the setting information to 
said information processing device via the network at least when said network device is 
connected to the network ([0065], In. 2-5). 

Matsuda is silent on said update module selects the setting information mapped to the 
predetermined identification information for identifying said network device among the 
received setting information, when the received setting information includes setting 
information mapped to identification information allocated to another network device. 

However, Traversat does disclose said update module selects the setting information 
mapped to the predetermined identification information for identifying said network device 
among the received setting information, when the received setting information includes 
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setting information mapped to identification information allocated to another network 
device (Col. 13, In. 64 - Col. 14, In. 9). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Matsuda by having a client select relevant update 
information as taught by Traversat in order to avoid the need for a server to determine a list 
of chents that desire or are relevant to an update and instead broadcast updates to 
appropriate clients. 

8. As to claim 4, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including the transmission request includes the predetermined identification 
information (Matsuda: [0065], In. 2-11; it is inherent in DHCP that a chent's DHCP Discover, 
a request for configuration, includes the MAC address of the client). 

9. As to claim 5, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including said transmitter module sends the transmission request in response to a 
requirement from said information processing device (Matsuda: [0041], In. 2-6 and 16-20; a 
DHCP server requires that a client send a request for configuration in order to function 
correctly on the network). 
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10. As to claim 6, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including a search module that searches for a location of said information processing 
device on the network (Matsuda: [0041], In. 6-11 and 20-33; a client searches by broadcasting 
DHCP Discovers across the network until a preferred DHCP server is found). 

11. As to claim 7, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 3, including said information processing device is present at a certain location on the 
network, which is known to said network device (Matsuda: [0044], In. 25-32). 

12. As to claim 8, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including said transmitter module sends the transmission request on a start-up of 
said network device (Matsuda: [0065], In. 2-5). 

13. As to claim 9, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including the setting information includes transmission timing information 
regarding a timing of the transmission (Matsuda: [0062], In. 5-7; it is inherent in DHCP that a 
client's configuration includes a lease time), and 

said transmission modvde sends the transmission request based on the transmission 
timing information (Matsuda: [0062], In. 5-7; it is inherent in DHCP that a cHent sends a 
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renew request based on the lease time, which is sending a transmission request based on 
transmission timing information). 

14. As to claim 11, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including the identification information is set in advance on shipment of said 
network device (Matsuda: [0064], In. 4-8; a MAC address is set by the manufacturer). 

15. As to claim 14, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, including said network device is a printing device (Matsuda: [0033]). 

16. As to claims 15 and 16, the claims are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 above. 

17. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matsuda and 
Traversat as applied to claim 3 above, in view of Parthesarathy et al. (Parthesarathy), U.S. 
Patent No. 6,353,926 Bl. 

18. As to claim 10, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, but are silent on said transmitter modide sends the transmission request, when said 
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receiver module receives a notice showing that the setting information stored in said 
information processing device has been updated. 

However, Parthesarathy does disclose said transmitter module sends the transmission 
request, when said receiver module receives a notice showing that the setting information 
stored in said information processing device has been updated (Col. 6, In. 11-31). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Matsuda and Traversat by sending a transmission 
request when a client receives a notice that there is an update as taught by Parthesarathy in 
order to provide the user with the option of deciding how an update should be handled 
(Parthesarathy: Col. 6, In. 11-31) as opposed to forcing undesired or unneeded updates on a 
client. 

19. Claims 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matsuda 
and Traversat as applied to claim 1 above, in view of Sherer et al. (Sherer), U.S. Patent No. 
6,115,376. 

20. As to claim 12, Matsuda and Traversat disclose the invention substantially as in parent 
claim 1, but are silent on the identification information is set after shipment of said network 
device. 
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However, Sherer does disclose the identification information is set after shipment of 
said network device (Col. 1, In. 48-65). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the teachings of Matsuda by setting identification information after 
shipment of a network device as taught by Sherer in order to allow for uses such as 
transparent bridging where one end station forwards a packet for another end station 
transparently (Sherer: Col. 1, In. 66 - Col. 2, In. 6). 

21. As to claim 13, Matsuda, Traversat, and Sherer disclose the invention substantially as 
in parent claim 12, including the identification information is set based on a location of said 
network device (Matsuda: [0064], In. 4-8; it is inherent that a MAC address contains an 
Organizationally Unique Identifier that identifies the network device based on its 
manufacturer, which may be interpreted as setting the identification information based on 
the location of the network device). 

Conclusion 

22. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian P. Whipple whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1244. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8:30 AM to 5:00 PM EST). 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner*s 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access 
to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 
571-272-1000. 




Brian P. Whipple 
1/22/08 

/Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit/ 

Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2152 
January 29, 2008 



